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DETAILED ACTION 

The preliminary amendment filed March 17, 2003 has been entered. Claims 1- 
10 are pending. 

Priority 

Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on March 17, 2004 was 
considered by the examiner. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1 , 8, and 10 are objected to because of the following informalities: the 
term "extend" on line 16 of claim 1 should be "extending;" the term "have" on line 3 of 
claim 8 should be "having;" and the term "sear" on line 2 of claim 10 should be "seat." 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 8 requires "a pair of rotary members and a pair of driving members" to be 
included in the second linkage assembly. However, only one rotary member 82 and 
one driving member 81 is disclosed as being included in the second linkage assembly. 
See page 3, line 1 3 and Figure 1 . Since a rotary member and driving member will be 
present on each of the left and right sides of the stroller, a pair will exist if the second 
linkage assembly is defined to comprises the linkage arrangements on both sides. 
However, claim 8 also requires the rotary members to be coupled with the rear wheel 
rack and the driving members to bridge the first linkage assembly and the rotary 
member, and the claim does not clearly state how the pair of driving members and pair 
of rotary members is coupled to the singular rear wheel rack and first linkage assembly. 

For the purposes of examination, claims 8-10 are interpreted as defining a rotary 
member and a driving member on each side of the stroller, and each rotary member is 
coupled with a corresponding rear wheel rack, armrest, and driving member located on 
that side of the stroller. Also, claims 8-10 are interpreted as defining a driving member 
on each side of the stroller, and each driving member bridges a corresponding first 
linkage assembly and rotary member on that side of the stroller. 

Claim 8, lines 3-4, also require an end of the rotary member to be "coupled" with 
the armrest. Throughout the claims, the recitation of two components being "coupled" 
corresponds to a direct attachment between the components in the disclosed invention. 
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However, the rotary member of the disclosed invention is not directly attached to the 
armrest but to the handle tube. Consequently, the terms "couple," "coupled," and 
"coupling" have been broadly interpreted to include indirect connections between 
components, such as the indirect connection between the rotary member and armrest. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "the pivotal coupler" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Similarly, claim 10 recites the limitations 
"the front seat rack bar" and "the rear seat rack bar" on line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for these limitations in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by. 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Perego US 6,692,015. 

Perego discloses a stroller frame structure comprising at least a front wheel rack 
14 coupled with front wheels 16 of a stroller, a rear wheel rack 15 coupled with rear 
wheels 16 of the stroller, a handle tube 18, 19 for moving the stroller, a first linkage 
assembly 29, and a second linkage assembly 37. See Figure 1. The rear wheel rack 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,582 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3618 

15 is pivotally coupled with the first linkage assembly 29, via second linkage assembly 
37 and member 28, and a coupling dock 46 between two ends of the rear wheel rack15. 
See Figures 1, 2, and 4. The first linkage assembly 29 has a free end pivotally coupling 
with the front wheel rack 14 at 34 so that the front wheel rack 14 and the rear wheel 
rack 15 are movable relative to each other. See Figures 1 and 2. The handle tube 18, 
19 is pivotally coupled with a connection element 17 between two ends of the handle 
tube 18, 19 to serve as an armrest of the stroller. See Figures 1 and 2. The armrest 17 
has one end pivotally coupled with the front wheel rack 14 and the rear wheel rack 15. 
See Figure 1. See column 2, lines 15-19 and 39-56. The handle tube 18, 19 is 
latchable on the coupling dock 46 to form a releasable interlocking condition among the 
rear wheel rack 1 5, the armrest 1 7 and the handle tube 18, 19. See column 2, lines 1 5- 
19 and 39-56. The second linkage assembly 37 is coupled with the handle tube and the 
first linkage assembly 29, via member 28, to drive the first linkage assembly 29 when a 
lower end of the handle tube 18, 19 is moved to move the front wheel rack 14 and the 
rear wheel rack 15 close to each other in the middle for folding or extending the front 
wheel rack 14 and the rear wheel rack 15. See Figures 1 and 2. 

Also, a release mechanism is provided, which includes an actuation member 27, 
a linkage member in the form of a bar 26, an elastic element 45 and a latch element 44. 
See Figures 1 and 3. The linkage member 26 bridges the actuating member 27 and the 
latch element 44. See Figures 1 and 3. The latch element 44 is latched on the coupling 
dock 46 through the elastic element 45 to allow the entire frame structure to form the 
interlocking condition. See Figures 3 and 4 and column 2, lines 50-54. The latch 
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element 44 is movable away from the coupling dock 46 through the linkage member 26 
driven by the actuation member 27 to collapse the frame structure in a folding condition. 
See Figure 3 and column 2, lines 15-19 and 50-54. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perego 
US 6,692,015 alone. 

Perego does not disclose that the bar is made of steel. However, the examiner 
takes official notice that the desirability of forming stroller linkage bars of steel was 
known to those of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. Forming 
the linkage bar of Perego of steel would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made. This would provide the bar with strength 
and reliability. 

Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Perego US 6,692,015 in view of Ishikura US 5,524,503. 

Perego does not disclose the use of a remote controller with a flexible wire in 
place of the actuation member and bar assembly. However, Ishikura teaches the 
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desirability of providing a stroller release mechanism with a remote controller 4 on a 
handle tube with a flexible wire 2 to actuate a latch assembly. See Figures 1 and 4-6 
and column 2, lines 25-30. From the teachings of Ishikura, providing the stroller of 
Perego with a remote controller on the handle tube with a flexible wire, rather than the 
actuation member and bar assembly, would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made. This would allow an operator to easily 
fold the stroller through a single actuator disposed in a location on the stroller that is 
easy for the operator to access from a comfortable standing position. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6 and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 8-10 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art does not teach or suggest the first linkage assembly, as defined in 
claim 6, or the second linkage assembly, as defined in claim 8, in combination with the 
further limitations of the claims. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Burnham, Perego US 3,873,116, Sparkes, Kassai US 4,435,012, 
Kassai US Re.31,760, Kassai US 4,759,566, Kassai US 4,779,879, Kassai US 
4,817,982, Nakao et al., Kassai US 4,846,494, Kassai US 4,386,790, Kassai 4,428,598, 
Kettler US 5,823,564, Huang US 5,871,227, Skarnulis, Chen, Cheng US 6,464,244, 
Cheng US 6,485,216, Song, Lan, Iwata, Yoshie et al., Kassai GB 2 179 897 A, Spano 
GB 2 1 85 450 A, Nichtnennung DE 39 35 1 08 A1 , and Cabagnero GB 2 285 775 A . 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher Bottorff whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6692. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 7:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Ellis can be reached on (571) 272-6914. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 



Application/Control Number: 10/801,582 Page 
Art Unit: 3618 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Christopher Bottorff 



